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All Participants: 

f1) James H. Blackwell . 
(2) Richard J. Kim . 
Date of Interview: 26 October 2006 



Status of Application: 

(3) . 

(4) . 

Time: 1:00PMEDT 



Type of Interview: 

^ Telephonic 

□ Video Conference 

□ Personal (Copy given to: □ Applicant □ Applicant's representative) 

Exhibit Shown or Demonstrated: □ Yes S No 
If Yes, provide a brief description: 

Part I. 

Rejection(s) discussed: 



Claims discussed: 
1,2,13,14,22,23 

Prior art documents discussed: 



Part II. 

SUBSTANCE OF INTERVIEW DESCRIBING THE GENERAL NATURE OF WHAT WAS DISCUSSED: 
See Continuation Sheet 

Part III. 

^ It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the interview 
directly resulted in the allowance of the application. The examiner will provide a written summary of the substance 
of the interview in the Notice of Allowability. 

□ It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of .the interview, since the interview 
did not result in resolution of all issues. A brief summary by the examiner appears in Part II above. 
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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was discussed: Examiner 
discussed proposed annendment to Claims 1.13, and 23 to further distinguish the differences in subsequent steps 
following the determination of whether a regular or irregular grid was to be established for the layout of photos on the 
photo page. The Applicant agreed to incorporate dependent claims 2, 14, and 24 into claims 1,13. and 23 respectively 
and cancel claims 2. 14, and 24. In addition, Examiner requested clarification of Fig. 1B, item 120 where there was 
some confusion as to the meaning of the phrase [n/m] AND [n/m]. Applicant indicated that the brackets were intended 
to express a rounded up and rounded down value of the ratio of n/m. However, the correct symbols for the brackets 
were not available to the draftsman at the time the figure was created. The Applicant sugested and the Examiner 
agreed that removal of the brackets altogether was a solution, leaving one of ordinary skill to refer to the figure 
description in the Specification for explanation.. 



